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MDSCOW'S GURRENT CULTURAL POLICY TOWARD THE NON-RUSSIAN ‘
Sl BLTIONALITIES v THE SOVIET UNION '

el " ‘ N

Zﬁollowing is the translation o£ ‘an article by Paul
Urbdn in - ‘Ogteuropa (Easgzxg EuroPe) No 3, Stuttgart,
March 1961. pages 212-2 o

On 23 September 1960 thushehe ”brbught before the meeting o
the “Genéral- ‘Asgerbly of the United N&t;ons his proposed resolutfony -
"Statement on Granting Independgnce to Coloniel Cotuntries end Péoples.®
Togetheér with Fepresentatives 8f the Belorussiahh end Ukxrainian SSR,
he rejectéd any discussion of the gtatus of the noh-Russian peop es
of the Soviet Union, statifig thet these enjoyed perfect freedom of
political as wéll es cultural life, In everyone's recclléction are ‘
Khrushehev's words to UN hewspapermen that he would "smash in the faes?®
anyone who dared interfere in the finternal affairs“ of the Soviet
‘Uniofi, and his rowdy exhibition: with shoe- in hand during the address of
the Philippine. representat1Ve ‘who- propnéed that the question of Soviet
colonialism be p’aced on' the agenda of the United Nations, For this
very reason, Noscow's’ behavier toward the non-Russian pﬂoples of the -
Sovist Union de#erves ‘¢loser” stuay. “In"the following puges, this be=
havios wlll be ‘examins d from the viewPoint of recent cu;tural policy¢

General Gultural Pollcy

Offi ially, Soviet cultural policy 45 defined in the famllxar
formuia: "ﬁaéiellst cuitare -insubstance, naticnal culture in form,"
whic¢h fnelld es” the struggle agailist manifestat1,na of “bourgeois -
nationalish® and so-caJled -nétional isolationism in the culture of the
1ndividua1 peopIes. “In theory. thig principla applies also to Russian
(1.9., Great Russ1an) culture itself. althbugh 1h a. special manner, asg "
will be seen.,”

Sinee ‘the purges of the Thirties in the non-Russian Uhion Republica.
espectally destruotive o’ the 1nte11igentsia and the'educated classes,
the matn emphasis has been on brihging Russien’ cultiure to the non-Russian
peoples of the USSR. By the end of the 1940s, the new formula had
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emerged: "Soviet cultuybe must be built on the foundation of the
extremely rich culture: ’*6;' the Russian people." (see, for example,
Meeting of the Scholaps' Council of the Historical Institute of the
Acadaemy of Sciences ofithe USSR, Voprosy Istorii, No 3/1949, p. 152).
During the de-Stalinization period, this formula was, of course, for-
gotten, and. the national leadership in the non-Russian republics demanded
in culturel matters the seme rights as those enjoyed by the Russian
people, The result was even a certain rehabilitation of the cultural
heritage of these peoples and of the spokesmen ‘of their eculjure, particu-
lerly writers and composérs, among them a number of victims of the Stalin
purges. (see for Belorussia Literatura i mestastva (Literature and art),
20 Magch 1957; for Uzbekisten, the speech of Mukhitdinov in October 1956
in Pravda Vostoka, 13 October 1956). ; ! .

With the 2lst Party Congress of the CESU (1959) began the "transi-
tion of Soviet society from socialism to ‘the Building of Communism,®
which also required the ¢reation of a unified eulture in the, "self-.
developing Communist society.® The 2lst Party Congress . .in which
"trans{tion" stoody along with the Seven-Year Plan, es a central theme,
was followed by a great number-of .directives which revealed the roed
to be. taken by the -coming *Communigtf culture. - The most importent
of these i3 thé directivé of the:Cemtral Committee of the CRSU of
9 January 1960 %0n the.Tasks of Party Propagenda undez Present Condi-
~ tions,® which seid emong other thingss - i

A relertless abriuggle must be waged against menifestations of
bourgeois nationalism, against tendencies to idealize or ignore-the
social contradistions of the pest and to distort: the %rus Bistory of
this or thst netion. and its relations with 6ther. pecpiz3.of the: USSR,
and against particular manifestetions of national isclatioiism and
exclusiveness 4.." (Sovetskaya Belorussis, 12 January 1$60) |~

The meaning of this directive becomes clear if we fake inbo account
.that they are rerely telking-about Russisn "bourgsols naticnalism" --
which ‘they call Greet Russian chauvipism =- ‘in contresy’ to tiat of the
non-Russian peoples. Corseqilently, the "relentless struggle against
menifestations of pourgeois nationalism® end against "particular mani-
festations of 1solationish and exclusiveness" refers primarily to the
non-Russian peoples of the USSR. '

Actually, even before the Central Committee directive of 9 January
and before the 2lgt Congress of the CPSU, erticles.begen to appear
in the press of ,ya,rio,ug‘reﬁubli-cs ©learly pointing in this dirsction
‘end demerding thet the hon-Russian:peoples obliterate thelr national
"boundaries® in cultural ‘affairs .end adhére to the "progressive" cul-
ture of the. "gréat Russian pecple,® Ah example of this is the essay
ucation™ by.the Secretary of the

*Some Questions on Internationsl Ed , ‘
Central Committee of the Kesakhsten Communist Party, N. D, Dshandildin.
- (Xommunist, No. 13,1959, pp.30-43) He maintained that the struggle

must be waged on two fronts - against local nationalism and agalnst

. Russian chauvinism (not yet called "bourgeois nat-iqna;,i's;ixﬁ'). But he
then turned his entire attention to.menifestations, of locel "bourgeois
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peticnalism® in sciente, literature, ert and langusge, ageinst whiech,
as he says, "an unconditionel struggle is to be waged.®- - 0 UL
The First Secretary of the Uzbeki tan CP, Sh. R, Rashido¥{ in .
his essay "Forever United with the Russian FPecple’, (Kopmunist; No~ ' .
16,1959) was even more explicit. .He emphasized the "progressive ' o
results® of the union of Centrel Asia with the Russian empire, de< .-

manded “the full liquidetion of all vestiges of bourgeois ideology® . .
in the culturel domsin, and openly declareds . - vl .o 0 0h oL
"The creation of en internstional socielist culture in the period
of the building of Commuiism involves increased demands for the study .
of thé culture of all peoples, first of @1l of the most progressive @nd
most developed eulture in the countries of the socialist éamp, the cul-
ture of the Russian people, their literature end art., Therefore, inter- ..
nationglism requires not less interest in Russien languege, literature
and generel culture; but a strengthening of. this interest, a comprehensive
propagation of the study of the Russien lsfjguage among all national =
leaders, smong all peoples; end edpecielly among the youth, since’ "
Russien is tbe lengusge of the highest socialist culture. of the world,
the leniuage of the most progressivé litepature and-art i.,* (loc.
"Rashidov has thus clearlyjindicétedjﬂhich”Wil e the dominant’ . .

culture in the coming Communist society = the Russien, Here considered
s an slready completed socialist culturés -Rashidov's following words -
also lesve: us in no doubt: . T e Tt
"Unguestionably, all the peoples of our country are -equal i ,
Yet, we must not for a moment forget that they owe all their successes
to the Communist Party, the Soviet Government end the Russiaf people.
The day by day, true brotherly help of the Russian people, of the
Russian working clgss and of Russian Cormunists have made it possible .-
for all the peoples of our country to achieve together the full and - .
decisive. triumph of socielism and to proceed confidently into the . -

shining Communist future.® (loc. cit., p 52) -

We are here strongly.reminded of the remark in Orwell's satirical .
novel Animal Farm: “"All enimals are created egual, but some are more ..
equal than others." 'If we add Rashidov's definition of the Russien =~ ' .
people as "people of cleer minds end generous hearts,® with whom “no
people ‘on earth can compare,® (ibid., p 42) then it seems there is °
nothing for the non-Russiar people to do but to resign themselves to «
their fate and subordinate themselves to the Russian people, That this
is not only the opinion of e single official, can be sesen in the langu= -

age and school policy. In the words of the Azerbaldzhen writer Mirse

Ibragimov, "the culture of the peoples of the'Soviet Union must be thé ;
culture of:meonosov;~Belinskiy;"Ghérnishevskiy.ATurgeniev, Nekrasov,

‘Tolstoy, Gorky, Mayaskovsky, Sholokov, Fadeyev, Tvardovsky and, abové '

all, of lenin, which ostensibly represents the %peak of human thought,

the loftiest accomplishiment of world culture,® the culture, therefor§;“";’m

of the Russien people, in which' "the Soviet peoples, pearls created by
Russien genius,” £ind their *historical salvation," (Bakinskiy Rabochiy
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(Baku Worker), 11/12/59) .-

The CC directive of 9 January 1960 was ‘followed by -almost deily
comments and instructions on-the necessity for the struggle against
manifestations of.: "bourgeo1s netionalism® in- eultural ‘metters in the.
non~Russian republxcs. I. R. Rasakov, First Secretary of the CC, de~.
clzred, for example, to the. 11th Congress of the Kirghiz CP.in February
19501 P

¥The (Kirghiz) CC Bureau in its direotive of 5 3anuary‘l960 can- -
dermed the false, politieally harmful comments of -B. Yunusalyev, é&. - ., .
Tokombayev, K. Yudachin, B. Kerimshanov, Sh. ‘Umetelyev and K, Malikov,
rescinded its own erroneous earlieér resolutions on evaluation .of: the .. .
work of Mpldo Kylyish-and the rehebllltatxun of K. Tynystanov,. -and. made .
the correét evaluation in priaciple of the /¢oncepts contained. in their -
work. The necessary measures for this purpose were: manimously . apprQVed
at the full Plensry. Session of tlie CC of the Kirghiz CP. 1n January of. -
this year.® ' e | 2/26/6

Why the Party rescinded {4 Serroded resolutions" of 1956ﬁ57 .
end condemned the gtatemehtd 6f.the Kirghik scientists and historiand. .
of literature was made.clear' by Regékoy with ‘the remsrk thet these latter
had "tiied to make herces of thé: féédﬁz g1’y ‘poet Moldo kylytah and the .
leading ideologist of bourgeois natidnel sm, K. Tynystarov.® (ibida)
Moldo Kylytsh is.considered the KLrghiZ'hational poet.of the.end of.
the 19th and beginning of.the 20th” pentury, while K. Tyhystenov, als .
ready in the Soviet p eriod was & ‘well-known writer and dleading, figure'_'
in the political-cultural field. Because of his- atichalistic . . -
views® Tynystanov was condemnéed in. 1933 and later %liguidatedif Both
were rehabilitated during the’ "thaw" after the 20th Congress of. the
CPSU. (see. "Za leninskuyu otsenku kulturnogo naslediya®.(For a .
leninist Evaluation of $he Cultural Heritege) Sovetskays g;rglzixa. .
24/1/60) On this subject, the Party has often turned -against. the. na-"
tional cultural heritage of the Kirghiz people. .In fact, in a. feature .
article published in Sovetskaxa Kirgiziva (24/1/60) on. the. development
of Kirghiz culture, it proposed to'revert to’ the -1952. decisions. of . the.
11th CC Plenum of the Kirghiz CP, that is, to the proposition .that the
®socialist® culture of the Soviet peoples, ihcluding that of the
Kirghiz people, must be "built“ on the foundation of the. very r1ch e
culture of the Russian people.. (The last Soviet proposition or in- .
struction that Soviet socialist culture was :t0 be ‘built on the. founda-;
tion of Russian culture, had its. de£1n1t1ve formulation at the 19th
Party Congress of the CP3U, . the last in Stelin's lifetime).. Sovetskaza
Kirgizia 2/1/60 stressed that.the attempts of the!Kirghiz fntelli-~.
gentsia to rehahilitate. the ecultural heritage of Moldo Kylytsh and |
K. Tynystanov ‘represent. direct manlfestationa of - *bourgeolis nationel—'
ism, %and "a deviation from.Lenin 8 directive.' against which %a rélent~
less struggle must be carried on." Thede "dlrectives® of Lenin, there-
fore, demend. union with the culture of the ‘Rupsian. people as Rasakov
unequivocally asserted in bis above nentioned report before the\llth
.Congress of the Kirghiz. GP; T ¢
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"For' their ‘1iberation, their heppy life. their rapidly develbping
industry end ‘agriculture, their progressiée culture end still more
splendid future, the Kirghia,people ‘mugt thenk first of ald our ma=
ternal Perty -and its wise leninist nationality policy, the indes~
tructible friendship of the peoples. and their elder brotber, the
great Russian people."  (Sovetskayd Kirgizia, 2&/2/60) ~

At the beginning.of 1960, all Party Congresses in the republics
were held under this slogen and watchword of struggle agalnst ‘the
slightest manifestations ‘of *bourgeois nationalism" among the non-
Russien peoples of the USSR. The First Secretary of the CC of the .
Armenian CP,- s.‘A. Tovmasian. said to ‘the 2st Gongress of the Arn
menian CPs o

*"The 1nterests of the Oommunist eaucation of the working class o
demand the utmost intenaification of the struggle egainst the vestiges
of capitalismiand againét every manifestaticn of bourgeois 4deology,
of nationalism, of nationel isolationism anq prlde that are found
in some works of history, literature ehd aryi"  (Kommunist, 11/2/60)

The same note was gounded et the Eb“kjgongress of the: Georgiana ‘
CP_ (report of W. P. Nhhavanadze. Zarya . Vostok: (Dawn of the East), .

- 26/1/60Y; &% the 24th Congress of. the‘Azerba‘dzhan CP (report of W. Ju. -

Akhundovy~Bakihskiy Rabochly, 17/2/60), at the 15th Cobgress. of the

Uzbekistan CP (report’ “of Sh, R. RashidoV,. ;gavﬂa Vostoka, 11/2/60).—

”at ‘the”24th Congress’ of the Belorussian cp’ (report of K. T. NBsurov,_'
Svyasde (Star), 18/2/60, ete.

In addition to the general CC dxrective "On the Tasks cf rarty
Propaganda‘'ess® (9/1/60), which mede intd a netionel question the -
decisions adopted at the Party Congresses of the republics special
orders and ‘diréctives: followed in individual cases. Among these, .
the instruction of the OC of the CESU of 6 May 1960 .to the Georgian .

CP deserves: special: study. It pointed %o errors of a "nationsl® .. - o o

character that had made. their appearance in Georgia. in published
works on the- general ‘and cultural hlstory of ‘the Georgian people. o
At the republican conference of the leading workers of publishing end .-

‘printing ‘houses; ‘ealled for this purpose, CC Secretaries W. P. Mshavan- . ; o

adze "andiG. 'N. Dehibiladze egein had to: stigmatlze Georgian  "bourgeols -
nationalism" and demand removal of %serious deficiencies" in the work
of Georgian publishers, general historians end historians of literaturé,
ete. CC First Secretary Mshavanadze went.so fer as to-say:

"Our history is the history of brotherly friendship with other
peoples, end especially with thé Russian people.. Brillient peges
have been written in the annals of this friendship of centuries by -
Pushkin. Lermontov:, Griboyedev. Tolstoy. Tschaikovsky, Gorky. Chalia-"
pin, mhyakovsky énd ‘many others. - Whai a noble subject for a historian.
researcher, and author. would be the theme, Griboyedev and Georgia!"
(Zarya Vostoka, 2/6/60) TR _

Ag we ay gather from the feature article 'Nbre Good Books!' .‘f'-
(Pravda,10/6/60), the Communist Parties of Armenia, Kazekhsten, and
other non-Russian republics have received similer instructions from '
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the CC of the GPSU. It .is also seen in Rashidov g essay in.ﬁiprosx
Filosofii i (Problems of Philosopby)(Nb 6/1960) &nd ‘in a ‘gpeech. of the
“‘Secretary of the CC of the Latvian CP, Al Voss" (Sovatska a: Iatviya,
10/6/60) (The connection- between remarks on’ "bourgedis patiocnalism'

and extensive. purges and reshuffles: im the Latvian Party and- government
apparatus .has already been d1scpssed hy J. V. Hehn steggopa. 4/1959,
pp 243 ff end 5/1960, pp . 356§£.) - -

As a result of ‘this-new tightening up of the naticnality polxcy.-
the leaders of the non-Russian republies now talk of completely .sup-
pressing all pational individuality and -even the "national pat*ern“
ér the very concept of a "national pattern“ of culture. An eyample
is found in the words of N. Gadshiyev, Secretary of the CC of . the
Azerbaidzhan CP, 'in the essay "The’ International Education of the
Working Class" Lgargixggxe Zhig&'(f@rty ‘Life), 20/1960; p 131,

It is observed thet. peoplé who employ. the: ggnerally recogniaed
formuia ‘SOcialist in gu tahdé‘ nationel in farm, ‘pléce. emphasxs,

‘hot ofi the first but dn the s‘i&uﬁd helf of the formile; that is, . . -
they put nationel form and ﬁa fon: el,individuality in the foreground

end relegate socialist; subatanee'to the baeckgrouhd.  We dre deeply.
convineed, however, that the. £irst is the decisive‘patt ‘of this formula ee.
We cannot allow form to dimit substance-and-binder its: ‘manifestation.

On ‘the ccntrary, socialist .substence is thé eondxtion of’ progreaa and
fnnovation in form. - We must resolutely overcome the notion thét pation-
al form" is something fixed. a ‘kind of unchangeable contalner 1nto which
the new socieslist substence is fitted. - -Such an interpretatxon of
*national ‘form? creates -a loophole in our Judgment throudh which all
that is obsolete end reactionary can penetrate.

Hence. the natjonal form mast also change, and, 91nce everyth1ng
must teke place on the bssis of Russian' culture, the ext@rnal form of
so-called "socialist¥ oulture will be more or- less Russian, _An. indl-
cation of how this will work out: in practice was giVen by Gadsh;yev ,
himself when he stated that, in. implementatton ‘of the CC directive of
9 January 1960, “the broadcast time of" Russian-language programs has
been increased on the Azervaldzhen radio, and that in the future. 1llus-
trations in the magazine Kirpi will carry Bussxan aa well as Amarbaid-
zhanian captions.* (ibid.. B 9) : L .
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Ianguagk Pblicy

Russiflcatlon of the national languages of’the SOViet minorities
already has & long history.  In. the. Asian. republics: it began in:the .

years after 1937, and after the Iatinization of the Twenties &nd ?
‘Thirties, when the Russian-alphabet’ completely dxsplaced ‘the . native >
Arebic and Iatin. (cf. H. Niedermeier, Q8teuropa, 6/1953, pp’ L13fT )
By decree of the Council of 'People's Commigsars of the. Belorussian :
SSR, of 26 August 1933, not.only:wes spélling changed but’ elso the
most distinctive phonetic and morphological features of ‘the Belorussian
langusige weré dropped end replaced by specific Great Russian features.




Dur;rié f_be ‘_fblloﬁving :years'. the Belorussiesn written language drew
closer to the Russian. P T AT D SR ;

. 'In practice, Moscow's _lehgdégé ‘poliey 'vivéni‘;’;jev_en further. . Non- .

Russian peoples were obligéd to enrich thelr languages with Russian
scientific'end technical terms, with the new Russien social and phil-"
osophical ideas, and with ‘borrowings from Russisn Marxism-Leninism: . -
(cf. Qsteuropa, 1/1959, pp 27-28) ", This procedure wes legalized a2t the
May 1959 sGientific conference on. questions of national written lengi-
ages end improvement end stendardization of terminology for the peoplés
of the USSR, The resolutions of the confergnce cohtained appropriate
"recommendetions for the further lebors of Soviet linguists,® naturally
on the ‘basis of Russisn writing end terminology, (see Problemy Vostos -
. kovedeéniya (Oriental Studies), No 4/1959, po2be ) ST e
" The national languages, -particulerly those ‘of the Slavic:republics
like Belorussia and the Ukrainei were, moreover, graduslly displaced .
In the edministretion es:well a8 it Belentific flelds and in the high
schopls. The result of this policy was ghown, for example, :in Belo=.

russis, where in 1956 .ini 'gl} 2 high schools ahd also in the. state ..

university -in Minsk, ‘instruction was ‘carried on exclusively in-Russien;
until then it had been.only -in part, It was the same for the Aicademy

.. .of Sciences of Belorussia, whose few §msll publications were printed.

... The latest law: on instruction and teaching in the national langu-
“ages in the schools’of the non-Rusgian-republics must be regarded
~.@s en attempt by Moscow to completely suppress the national languages
"of ‘the' non<Russian peoples of the USSR. Inthe School Reform law of
1958 (gee 0. snweiler, Osteuropa, 1959, vols 2/3, pp 128-143), nothing,
indeed, ‘was daid sbout the languages to be used-in. instruction, and

‘1t wes ‘only ‘récomiended. thet the governments of ‘the republies ‘con=
-gider the matter and. be-governed by their internal ‘situations, -This

" yibg' done”1n‘all non-Russian republics from kpril to June 1959 y but
.. now & new brticle 9, or in other cases ‘11, was added, ,that._xtepeaie'd
" an"0ld law on the .compulsory use of netive lengusges in instruction.
"'In article '9of the law "On Strengthening the Bonds of the- Schools
with ‘Real Tife and on. the Further Dévelopment of the People's Edu~
. ,cgtlon System in thé Ukrainien £9R,* wé read, for example: . .. .-
.07 ®"Indtruction in the schools of ;the Ukrainien SSRis carried.’

v

‘on in the pupils! mother tongue. The perents decide which schools .-

with which languags the children sttend. The learning of one of - .

...~ the USSR languages other -than the language of instruction in a given

school is at the’ _jd‘iécretién'qf,parent‘sf'and pupils, when the facilities

. ».for such instruction:are available."  (Pravds Ukrainiy, 19 april 1959)
. Vi4th some stylistic variabtions, parellel laws im the other. -
non-Rusglan republics.contain;the same provision. . R
.. &t fipst sight, this law on langusge reform seems lnnocuous,

... Tt allows full freedom of choice of language of instruction end com-
pilete, equality emong languages. Still, it operates like the "full
right of ‘self-determination up to the point of secession or establish-
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ment of an independent gtate," which Stelin defined ag -meaning that
peoples %according to oircurstences® and in the. interesy of the “pro-
letarien revolution® could make no use of .this right, (Stalin, Works,
Russien ed , Vol IIIj p  52), This wes what heppened. . — ... _
_First, the School Reform law repealed the earlier and supposedly
irrevocable law on compulgory instricticn in the mother tongue in the
'schools of the naticnalities, and ‘disecntinued. the earlier practice of

support Tor the schools with native lgngiege instruction through the

‘republican governments. ~According o the new law, the mother tohgue

* ‘can be entirely eliminated from instrub’cionﬂiq,fthe'hatio;ié.l';ityfschools,
“even as a subjéct to be taught. Russian ,_engc;ys;.f_ar privileged positicn
"in that up te now -~ and since the decres of 13 March 1938 =~ it has
‘been- & required subjectin all nationel minority schools. Also, the
__law conthins the provision that if’ pupils and’ pareats choose the mother
' tongue & langusge of*instruction, Russian must unconditionally be
_ choden #s the first foreign language 0 Be ledrned.  In the School:
 Reforin Iaw of the Ukrainian SR we read! o ... .
' - ®ne Council of Ministerg“df the Ukrainian SSR ‘is responsible
_for working out measures to Lnsur that' all necessary steps are teken
10 ‘gusrantee thé learning of. end improvement of instruction in the.
*, Russien language’ in schools with Ukrainien or another language of .

- {ndtruction, so that ‘Russisn may be a powerful insirument ¢f communica-
tion among the nationalities, of strengthening th friendship of the

pevplés of ‘the USSR, and of mutusl shering in the tressures of Russien
_end world' culture.® (ibid.) = ..U o |

" “Second, under present conditions in the Soviet Union, particularly

* upon promulgation of the School. Reform law,, pupils end perents are
‘obliged to' choose principally schools with Russian as language. of .

instruction if they wish to avoid the suspicion of ."bourgeois nation-
alism" and assure themselves of the chance ta rise in Soviet society.

Without a good knowledge of Russien, a Soviet youth will usually find

bis way berred in the high schools and,. consequently, his social pro-

gress hempered. - (of . H. Carrére d'Encausse, QOsteuropa, 1/1959m pp. 22~

' 30; an impressive example of how the high school remained cloged to

e gifted youth of the Udmurt Republic becauss of ‘his insufficient .

command of Russian, is found in a dtory by 4, Valzeva "House 13", .

Noskva, 1/1957) Even mild opposition to Moscow's wishes or a devia-
tion in the direction of one's own naticnalism can ‘bring unpleasant
consequences, . L e
Third, the republics ere as a 'j‘n{gt%gr,' of fact obliged to.adopt,
the law. &t first the provision on languege instruction was rejected

" by the governments of the Republics, of Iatvia and hzerbaidzhen. &

Thereupon the ILatvian government and FPerty ‘underwent a thorough purge
for"manifestations of ‘bourgeois patiocnalism." (ef for details J. V.
Hehn, Osteurcpa, 4/1960, pp 243 ff and 5/1960, pp 356 £f , and’”
especially 4. Pels, "On the Internaticnel Education of the Working
Class," Xommunist Sovetskoy latvii, lNo 9/1959, pp 8-17; . during this

~ purge, Fels was successor to Kalnbriin as First Secretary of the .
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(Marnsm and the Natwnal and Colomal Q,uestlon) German ed;’ Berhn.
1950, p 32) The Soviet Union still is entirely devoid of ‘one of the
characteristics of a “uniform soclalist nation! ww there is "BO° communi-
ty: of language. The latest language reform within school refdrm was
directed toward correcting thig. deflclency. '

Moscow bases its determination that Russian must be ‘the founda- 2
tion of the Muniform sodialist. nati:on.“ to which the non-Russ:an peo—- ’
. ples adbere, on the assumption that Russian ‘hag for a Iong time been
*the 1anguage of Soviet sosialist culture and {declogy® end the *com=
moR language":of Soviet socie’cy (feature article, "The" ‘218t Congress
of the CESU and Some Questions of Russian Pbilologz." Voprogy Yazykoz-
paniya. (Problems of "Philology), Nq 3/1959; p 3f). But this is not the
crux-of the matter,  &s the eontétiporary. press assures us, ‘Russian is
the lenguage of "wisdom,* Yhuman gedilis,® add ffreedom." ‘The Azerbaid-
zhan writer Mirse Ibragimov’ mﬁ'ers a partic‘.ularly striking example of
“such fulsome praise. . To the beginning oL 1959. he was Chairmend of the
Presidium of the Azerbaidzhan Supreme’ Soviet, bat ‘hed, as he’ acknow~
‘ledges, committed "some errors in. the’ language fleld,“ Bakmskiz
'Rabochiy, 11/12/59) and announced penitentlya e e

"Russian has become for us a second mother tongue, without it, d
our- struggle and all-around. growth are. unthinkable ‘s Ieninism, which
- yepresents- the peak of: human thought, the highest achievement of
Russian :and world culture, was fiz'st 1aid down in’ ‘the rich and’ power-
~£al Rugsien language. With the ‘help of this 1anguage, we are making
the allwconquering. phllosophy and deep thoué,hts of Leninism our own
.-and recognizing the correct path of struggle for 8 bappy future for
menkind." . (Bskinskiy Rabochiy, 11[12/59)

In his Hymn -of praise Ibragimov completely forgot Ienin's: di—-»
.yective .that Marxist doctrine - gnd consequently Lenm 8 own doctring-w
“is’ best- brought to -each people in their owh mother torgue. (ZIenin,
-Works, th Bussian ed.,. Vol m, P 11;2) The questicn ‘'of  the language
used by Marx and Engels; whose pupil Ienin. considered Himself, Ibragimov
- answers ‘by saying that Maxrx angd Engels had’ highly® valued end learned
Russien.  Three years earller, tbe same Ibragimov had ventured this
»opinion: .

"We cannot’ tolerate an 1ndifferent attitude toward Azeri - (tb.e
native language of: Azerbaidzhan) -~ not even'in political. ‘social’,’

‘or other organizations or activities., The prmclples of lenin's
-nationality policy speczfy that the buaine.ss of the Republic is to be

" conducted in the netive language. All of us, including all’ executive'
state ‘organs, must have .complete. mastery of our mothér tongue.
‘(B akinskix Rabochiy, 29/8/56) :

* T judge . from. tbe article af the two Ukrainian 1inguists I K.
Beleded end 4. S. Melnichuk, :_".Problems of the’ Davelopment “of the'
*‘Kational Ianguages During the Feriod . of Tranmt;on ‘from Socialism to
- Communi sm; * (Voprosy Yezykozna nix (Problems of Philology). ‘No 5/1959,
PP 3-11). all nat:.onal 1anguages of peoples under Soviet rule, except

-« -
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Russien, must die out in the not too-distant future. In their view,
this will oceur in the following stegess (a) progressive intermingling
.of populations; (b) adoption of Russian!lexicography and phraseology;
(¢) increasing importance of Russien as a medium of internaticnal icom= ...
mmication; (d) increasing importance of Russien 'in’ the ‘administra- -
tion of. the verious republics; (e) progressive importance of Russien
'as & medium for the development of socislist 'ideologyj (£) vernscular ' ..
borrowings from Russian Yes the most advanced -language® through-the - ..
fless developed written languages of the peoples of ‘the USSR%} - ..:n .
(g) intensifiéd learning of ‘Russien in the .schools ‘of -all ‘nén-Russien - v
republies; (h) 1ntensified‘struggle(again;t'“every‘maniféstationlofxg.u "
bourgeois nationelism in questiong of lengusge development.” Toer o

&, Aksemitov, Cendidate in .Philology, already went a step further ...,
in his erticle, "Langusge is the Souwl of the People;,® (publishedIn : . -
Meladosz, organ of the Komsomol and Viriters association of Belorussia) .
and made clear to the Belorussian public: O

*In our time, since Russiens, Belorussians and Ukrainians live ag -
one family end sihce Russien is understood by Ukralniens-and Belorus= ..

- siens and is very close to-their mot er tongum these related languages . . ..:
may, in the future, fuse into a single lenguage. "This lenguage will =~ i .
absorb ell the richies and best fégtbfes 6f all three. Belorussien .
at present is developing constant!y closer $o Russian.® (loc.cit, :

No 9/1959, p 140) e S ey

A11 Soviet efforts are ‘difected toward this "fusich into a single
language® (into Russish, of course), even o the application of ad-
mintstrative pressures. The words. of the.First Secretary of the CC of
the Kirghiz CP, I. R, Resekov, are proof of this. In May 1960 he ‘told
the First Congress of Intelligentsia of the Kirghiz SSR: = S SRS
. ®The Ministry of * People's Education, the provinclal end district . ::
Departments of People's Education, and the school directors must. take -
all necessary measlres to see that, beginning with the school year - .
(September 1960), Russian is taught in all Republic schools ‘without -
exception., We must improve the quality of Russian lenguage instrue- -
tion so that intertediete school.gradustes not only have ex effortless
command of the vernacular, but that they.can glso read Russien lit-. =
erature without the use-of auxilliery means," (Sovétskaye Kirgiziya, - ..
2a/5/60) e e T

Since in the future all children must go through intermediate .. -
school, Russian must in & ghort time become the lingua frenca:of all
inhabitants of the Soviet Union, particularly of the yotinger genera-
tion end the educated; with the construction of & uniform speech for
the “socislist netion" end "Communist society," it must udavoidably
play a dedisive role, .In eny case, it seems herdly likely that. Rugs-
ien populstions 1iving in Oreat: Russian settlement ereas would'adopt:

. on their part thé existing ingredieats of the different languages,
since the learning of other languasges of the Soviet Union is not
‘plenned in their schcols. Russlans 1iving in the non-Russien repub-

1 RS

lics, with few exceptions, have not yet taken the trouble to learn
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the local lenguages. The consequence will ineV1tab1y be 8. reetriction
in: the use. of the netional languages or & down-greding of the: non-Russian=-
speaking populetion elements,

& further look reveals consequences stretching beyond the borders
of the Soviet Uh1an. Here is a sentence out of the leading Moscow phil-
osophy journal, Voprosy Filosofii (Vol 7/1959, p 35): "During the build-
ing of Communism, the importance of Russian as the. international- lengu-
age of 'communication among socialist peoples will: continue to grow.®

~The authoritative EErty organ of the USSR revived Stalin's sig-
nificant idea from Ietters on lLinguistics: with the following words:

“"*The fusion of nations and natisnal cultures should not be thought
of as @ -progess to be introduced only after the victory of. communism
in:every gouutry of the world, :

"The future formetion of a single langusge fanﬁlier to all nen E
and ‘the fusion of ‘national cultures into-a: world culture is e long &’
complex progess having its roots in present condi*ions. ¢ (Kormunist
13/1959, 0 9)

., The question only remams Whethex‘fthe 600 ooo ooo Ghmese and their
Party leedership are, pr%pared to ackﬁwledge this Ruseien claim .and work
toward .its realizetion; ) . S : NP

; mbscow '8 "Historiograpby Pollcy"'

A Even though the main’ astention of SQV1et hieterical research _
workers. and writers is focused on recent and contemporary affairs, the
field of histarieal studies in the non-Russien republics has. grown
-:considerably.,. Herein lies'an essential difference from the Stalin
era. -In every republic it is now'planned to. publish five: to.ten volume
works- on. national history, manographs and studies on spe01fic problems
end events., During the school  year: 1958-59, for. the first.time since
the- "purges" of the Thirties, courses in nationel histories were given
in the: intermediate and ‘hiuh schools of the republies, .But Moscow
strives energetically from the outseﬁ ¢ "blunt any possible resulting
_revival of national consciousness emong the nén-Russian peoples, &t
the same time giving e térdentious presentation  of national hiSuory.
Of ‘interest .is the followxng statement by a member of the History,
Archaeology. and Ethnography Institute-of ‘the Academy. of Sciences of
the TedJik ‘SSR . who 'had’ receiveé permission to produce comprehensive
studies on the. histary of - Tadszkietan. e

"Through. ell our work must run the’ scarlet thread of the concent
of friendship among the" peoplee ‘of the USSR.- Tt is our duty .to por-
tray. the great libereting‘mission of ‘the Russian people in behalf of
the other peoples of ‘our fatherlend. . {see Bh. Ratchabov, "The Condi-
tion and PrincipaliTasks of Soviet Historicel Science in the Tadjikisten
.SSR, " Yoprosy Istorii, No 7/1960, p 199) -

- Sinularly. the Dlrector ‘of the Historical Institute of the Academy

of Sciences of the Belorussian SSR:gave: "pride :of placs® to "the in-
separable union of the history of the Belorussian people with the
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> history of the Great Russien people." (I. S. Kravehenko, "Some Accom-

plishments and Problems of the Historiaal Institute of the Academy of
Sclences of the Belorussian SSR, ‘ibid, p'191.) .. :
How the history of the non-Russian’ peOples of the USSR is to be
" Russified is ‘stated essentially in the CC directive. -fon ‘the’ “Problems -
of Party Eropaganda under Fresent Conditions." There were recognizable
- tendencies in this direction even earlier, some ‘measures having been
taken since 1Q57, but the CC directive first ofrioially legalized these
ettempts. ‘

As we have seen, @ relentless struggle was denanded in the direc-'
tive against (2) "bourgeois nationalism,* (b) “ignoring the ° social '
contradictions of the past,* (¢)- "distortion of ‘history end particular-
1y of relations among the peoples of "thé Soviet Union," and’(d) "setion-
al isoletionism and exclusiveneaa. In»addition. the directive contains
"the following order: ' Cog

"Ia their propaganda work, the Earty orgﬁnizations and oommittees
- must seriously ‘congider the national peculiarities ‘of the various pop~
uletion groups (not. peoples:) of our dolntry &nd ‘stress the intérnation-
‘sl education of the working cless, the furthers strengthening of friend-
. - ship amohg the peoples, &and ‘the- oonstant ‘drawing-togetter and all-around
- -enrichment - of the sosiallst nations. “(Sovetakays’ Bélorusai ,'12/1/60)
- It ‘wes further directed thet the Soviet ‘people’ were. to ‘be  "¢duca-
ted in the spirit of Soviet petriotism:end national pride. ‘in Ythe
fighting traditions of the past and the heroic spirit of the. preseht;".
'iand in the spirit of hetred for' "bourge01s ideology and’ eosmopolitanism.
' ' These directives, however, apply only to the non-Russian ‘peoples
‘of the Soviet Union. Soviet announcements. as we have’ seen. hardly .
‘ever mention Russien “bourgaois nationalism." Of WGregt Russien .
chauvinism® -discussed now and then during the firat ‘years ‘after’ Stalin's
death, we hear ‘and read no longer. - - The struggle against 'bourgeois
' nationalism" is, howevér, the most important point in"the GG direc-

: tive, where 1t refers to the ‘problems of nationalities’ and’ the his-:
: tory—writing "of the non-Russian peoples which ‘will be - "judged in terms
‘of the manifestations of this nationelism. ‘This explains why, ‘at the
; reprlican Party Congresses after the CC directive. the emphasxs fell -
~on this struggle against "bourgeois naticnalism,* For example. W, Yu.
: Akhundov, First Secretary of the Azerbaidzban GG, brought ‘out that -
Ahgerbatdzhen historiang had committed "serious errors? in their his-
tories of the Communist Party end the revolutionary ‘movement, while in
" their histary of the Azerbaidzhan people “appeared expressions of nation-
al isolationism." He ‘then declered: = - '

" _"The problems of internauional educetion must remainftﬂe center

“of attention in Party, gtate, trade union, end Kbmsomol organizations.

ANl our sctivities, the output of the press, television. and’ artiatic
_groups must be saturated with the spirit of internationalism.‘ L
- (Bakinskiy Roboohiy, 17/2/60) S R

o "Similar views were expressed by the’ First arid Second Secretaries
of the CG at the Comunist Party Gonwressea of Uzbekistan (Sh R.
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Rashidov, Pravda Vostoka 1L/2/60),; of Georgﬂa "W‘ P. Nhhavanadze,
Zarys Vostoka, 26/1/60-and I. S. Dolidze, Zarya Vostoka,. 31/1/60);

of Kirghizia (I R. Rasakov,.Sovetskays Kirgiziya,. 26/2/60), etc.
Rashidov especially distinguished himself; apd-it is hardly surpris-
_ing'that the Uzbekistan Congress declared in its message to Khrushchev:
. "The Uzbek people will always. be grateful to-the Great Russian

. people for their all round unselfish help in ‘the building of. the new
life, With their boundless heroism, their c}ear minds,. and gﬁnerous

. hearts; with their resolute adherence to the shlnlng Communist ideals,
... the Rusgian people =« our big elder brobher w< have earned, the uni-

' f.versal affection and deepest respect of all the brother peOples of ‘the

TSSR.* “(Pravde Vostoka, 14/2/60)
.. . The same extoling note is sounded A tbe eoncluding res olution
"of thé Uzbek Party Congress: .
B *Party organizetions must tirélessly educate the Worklng cless

. in the’ spirit- of .socialisgt ihteﬂnatiohé115m1 ‘of 1ife-giving Soviet -

. .. patriotism, and of the indesyfustible friendghip of the peoples. They
- mugt reveal the triumph.of the lLenin nd%ionality ‘policy with shining end

... conyineing examples.  We must wege an unconditional, relentless strug=

gle agéinst manxfestat1ons of bourgeois idéology end against political
. 1ndlfference ‘natiocnal 1solationism, local pride, and other vestiges
of the past which are still existing in the consciousness of a part

"' of maniind.* -(Pravde Vostoka, 19/2/60)

.. "The historians of the non-Ru851an republlcs, who base tbeir labors
on these directives, must renounce obgective présentation of the his=
. tory ‘of their peoples ‘and .geek to prove the “brotherly friendship®
-of the peoples ‘the : “beneflcent influence® of the Russian conguests
and- of Russian rule.- Rashidov had just this in mind in his. December
11959 speech to the Second Congress of the’ Uzbekistan Intelligentsza
- when he turned‘to the Centrel Asian historians-end told them it. was
not their ‘task to explore the hlstory of their peoples or to seek their
historical evolution in national peculiarxties or in a special national
course. -The main task :of, Central ‘4sien historiens wes to point out
“the progressive meaning. of the union ‘of Central Asia with -Russia end,
in addition, "to produce. epec1al scientxfic studies-on the Great Rus~

'.181en people. their. 1nternatxonalism and their leaders. who heve brought

a progressive, .democratic culture and the revolutionary Marxist-Len-
" inist world outlook to Turkistan.' (Pravda Vostoka, 12/12/59)
.. How has the implementation of these directives worked out in
. practice in historiography? = The results of the Tashkent Conference of
Ney 1959 deserve first mentxon.v The conference was called. by the His-
tory’ prartment of 'the Academy of Sc1ences of the USSR and was concern-
ed with the - "progressive meaning® of ‘the unicn of Central Asia with

. ;. Russia. It came to the conclusion that the union with Russia had been’

for Central Asia:a *profoundly progressive“ event, to which. England'
penetration into the Middle Eaat had formed an obstacle, and that above
ell it hed promoted the union of Central Asian peoples with. the Russxan
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revolutionery movement and with the culture 6f the Russien people ==

and, éonsequently, their "natiohsl liberetion.® With ‘such en evalua= -
tion, everything else, including ‘the resistence of Centrel Asian .

peoples to the Russian conquest, tekes on & certain‘reectionary,® .. .
reprehensible cheracter and becomes, according to the conference for< =
mula, an "egency of English imperialism." - In the future the slightest . .
attempt by Central Asian historians to regerd Asie‘'s subjugation by ..
Russia in eny other light will be ¢onsidered es backsliding into "bour-
geois nationalism." B Lo S
" Central Asia's historians henceforth will have to-concentrate prime: -
erily on indications of the #progressive® results of the unien'of Centrel-.
4sie with Russia and on glorifying the Russian people as #liberators* ‘

end *protectors.® (4. P. Bashova, "The Joint Scientifictmbetingion,the;.t;
Progressive Significance of the Union of Central Asia with Russia," -
Yoprosy Istorii, No /1959, pp 173-183) ~ - "~ o o o S e

The thesis of the progressive significance of Russian coloniel : . ..

1 .

conquests  for the affeécted peoples applies fiot-only to Central Asia. . -

The instruction of the CO 6f the CBSU of 6 ey 1960 to the ‘Georgien:
Gommunist;;artyvap@ﬁthé?&ééisibns which followed may be cited as evis ..
dence, ' &5 stated above, in the inktriuctivn to Georgian publicetions. - ...
those which "idealized the distent past" of the Georgian: people were
singled out. On 17 My, the CC of -the Georgien CF issued a speciel
directive oh overcoming this ¥serious error® and called a conferénce .
on 31 May. of the leadihg publishing gnd printing workers of the Re= -
publié, W. P. Mshavanadze, First Secretery of the CC for Georgis, -
and Secretary Dshibaladze appeared at the conference.’ They invbkeﬁ-the

instruction anﬁib}ttefly'criticized”ﬁhe work of Georgien historians -end

perticularly Georgian publishers, ‘among them the publisher for the Geogl=-:
an heademy of Sciences. The "politicel" and "ideclogical® errors of
the latter consisted in their heving published histories of art end lit-
erature with Ceorgien national themes ahd'Wprks'anuthé general snd cul-
tural history of the Georgien people. ’According to.lshavaenadze end
Dshibiladze; these "ideological® errors must be drastically corrected
and eliminatéd thiough the ®ediucation® of ithe sciéntific end ertistic
intelligentsia, through suppression’df publications'en the history of.
the Gecrgian p eople, through e changeover to ‘booka on-history of -art
and literature with *contemporary themes, * ‘throughs strengthened Party . .
control over the work of ‘publishers, scientific research institutes. . -
and‘higb'sdhocls.thrcugh-inbreaséd»iﬁmortance’and’responsibilitygpfa;i;_,
editors in bodk publishing, et¢. . (Zarya Vostoka, 2/6/60) R
" Georgla was ﬁot”anfiSoléfe&?caseifuThe'Communist,EaftieS;of_the3}; -
other republies received similer instructions. thqonlyvtEESeainstr9¢jlf
tions but, more ﬁarticuIarly,uthedtrEndS*in‘MﬁSﬁOw’s;noneBuésian{cq;y o
tural policy in the field of historiography should be examined. Among; -

others is a statément in Riga by 4. Voss, SecretaryfOf;ihenLétviaﬁ»GC[

on the ocecasion of the 20tk -anniversary qfftﬁé~énnexationzof'thelEalpicj;
States by the ‘Soviet Unions /1 N R R S E




"We must earry out a per51stent etruggle against all bourge01s
nationalist msnifestations end decisively rebuff those who display them,
In lectures -and propsgenda we must expose the class character of bour-
geois nationalism and show it as the ideological policy of enemy. peo-
ples and-as .the ideclogy and. pollcy of treason against . the national
interests of the working class." (Sovetskaze latviya, 10/6/60) =

After: further depreciating the national feelings of the Beltic
peoples,. their past and their history, ‘Voss sought to portray the Russ=-
ian people as the only possible savior and "friend" of tiue Baltic peo-
ples, urging the ‘latter to prize the "historical roots of- frzendsh1p'
with-the Russian people and to borrow their culture, and above ell
their language, - (ibvid.)

Important-to Moscow's h1st3r10graphy pdlicy for the nonaPuSS1en 1
peoples are also the measures taken to restrict the subjects for his- -
torical research, to plan end éoordirnate this. peseaich. and, finelly,
to achieve.- complete ‘control over the work &f historiéns in the repube
lics. At the end of 1957 e'_' . during 1258 thete were: set. up for this =
purpose, alongside the sow-calléd Coordination:Council of the USSR Aca-
demy of Scienees, which coordlnatee the scholarly work-of republican
academies end branches’of: the USSR Academy, the following scholarly
councils of the History Branch of the U&iﬂ Academy. They deal withs

the history.of the national freedom struggle.of -the peoples against =

colonialism, -the history of the October Revolutlon. research.-into -
the historical beckground of tne October Revolutlon, and the Grl-'
gins of Cepitalism, - - ° o
At the same ‘time -Ycreative groups“ were formed w1th1n the Historl-*
cal Institute of ‘the Academy to deel withs: the hlstory of the peasant _
.class and agrlculture in the USSR, research into the. .revolutionary -
situation in Russis in the 1850'8 and 1860'5, aqd research znto :
the history ‘of" socialist ideas.. .
There were also committees for. “the hlstory of agriculture and
the peasant 'class in- Rueele, and ‘the history of historical -sclence,
Among ‘the tasks- of *these scholarly councils and Yereative groups" '
are first ef all-the planning end’ coordxnation of - historlcel research -
within the entire Soviet- Union.l In addltlon to. thls administrastive:
function, ‘8o to speak, they must exercise’ real control ovér the work

of historians in the ndn-Russian republics, . This is done: by: convokingiwt;';f'

scientific conferences and meetings for orientetion 'on questions and
problems in the history Qf d1fferent peoples on specific events; etc,
Further control resides in “he1p1n republlcan historiens write mono- -
graphs or general works' on hietory of the . peoples and finally in ed1t-1"_
ing and reviewmg historical works in the republics .before the1r pub- S
lication, - B
An outstending example of the achievements of such conferences

is the already-mentloued Teshkent conference on “the ”prongSSIVG sig- ’
nificance® of the' union- of Céntral asia with Russia,. -4 ‘picture of ' ¥
"brotherly help" is portrayed in the following report of the Histori-
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cal Institute of the USSR Academy of Sclences:

"Durinig the past year (1959), the Historical Institute has done
@ comprehensive job of editing and reviewing scholarly works prepered
for publication by brenches of the USSR Academy of Sciences and by the
institutes of the union and autonomous republics. In many cases,
scientific members participated directly in the work of the scholars
of the nstiohal republics. With the help of sclentific persomnel of
the Institute in 1959, The Union of Kirghizia with Russia (by the Hiss
torical Institute of the Academy of Sciences of the Kirghizien SSR)
and The History of Karelia (Vol II) were compbetely edited. Help was
alsc extended in editing a history of the Kalmuks.

The Institute has discussed e series of works under preparation
by historians of the autonomous republics of Daghestan, Checheno-
Ingush, Chuvash, end Kabardino-Belkaria, @s well as the Kardchayevo~-
Cherkess autotiomous region. Scholars were given constant assistance
through Institute members Ye. N. Kusheyeva, &. W. Fadeyev, N. 4. Smirnov,
and others, S _

Works of historiens from the Ukrsine,; Uszbekistan, Azerbaidzhan,
the Moldavien SSR, Kirghizis, Estonia, and Lithuania were reviewed.
Vany members of the Institute héve traveléd in tHe union and auto-
nomous republics to give onsthewspot mssistance to historiens. lest
year the Institute coordineted scholerly régearch plans with all the
historical institutes of the Academy of Sciences in the union republics
and the branches of the USSR Academy of Sclences." (Voprosy lIstorii,
No 5/1960, p 202 £)

With such centralizaticn of scholarly research and with such con-
trol from Moscow, the victory over manifestations of "hourgeois nstion-
alism" in the historiography of the non-Russian peoples seems almost
inevitable, Of the history of these peoples there remain, on the one
hand, only the dark spots of ¥reaction and treason® and, on the other,
"the eternal aspirations of the people toward unity with the Russien
pecple."
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